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raised regarding the colourlessness of it.66

Against the argument that Akaca is not an
object of direct perception, as it has no colour, it is
argued that had Akdfa been not an object of direct
perception, then the expressions, like 'iba paksJ^ ('Here
is a bird5) 'iha Raksi na^ ("Here is no bird5) etc., would
not have been possible. Hence, it is concluded that
the substrate of the term iba which is no other than
Akaca^ is perceptible.67 It cannot refer to light (a/oA^/\
as some would perhaps like to think; for, the expres-
sion iha paksz is used even when there is no light.
Some, again, understand that iba refers to the absence of
murta. Others, on the other hand, hold that it refers
to Dik.

These are some of the different views on this
point; and perhaps due to these difficulties, some are
of opinion that the substratum of iha, which is no
other than AkSfa is perceptible, although it has no
colour. It is perhaps, therefore, that they hold that

colour is necessary for perception of objects other than

Ak&fa^

VI

OBJECTIONS AGAINST THE EXISTENCE
AND NATURE OF AKACA

Raghunatha (^iromani is of opinion that Ipara is
the material cause of sound. In that case, there is no
need of having Akdp, as a separate entity.69 Nagec^a
also holds a similar view. He says that Icvara, under
certain limitations (upddhis), appears as Akafa:1"

GG Setu., p. 315.

67 This view is attributed to the Mimamsakas vide PRM. p.
26; KVP., p. 224.                       "                  i'

68 Setu., pp. 315-316.
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